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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1. This application is a 371 of PCT/EP00/10136 filed on 10/13/2000 with a priority # 
GERMANY 199 51 209.4 on 10/15/1999. The filing date is 03/07/2002. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have 
been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cooley et al. 
(XP002 195450), hereinafter referred as Cooley in view of Arellano et al. (US 6694482 Bl), 
hereinafter referred as Arellano, Aggarwal et al. (US 6714975 Bl), hereinafter referred as 
Aggarwal, Calire (US 6839891 Bl), hereinafter referred as Calire and Myerson (US 5892917 
A), hereinafter referred as Myerson. 

a. Cooley shows (claim 1) a method for analyzing user behavior (abstract; page 2, 
section 1, 1 st paragraph) in computer networks for optimizing the web presence, 
wherein the source language of the domain is optimized after the method is 
implemented (page 1, section 1, paragraph 1); user activities are recorded and logged 
by at least one server computer (abstract); the activities recorded are debugged to 
remove interpretation errors (pages 3-6, section 3); after the debugging, the data is 
analyzed and compared with data from an empirical database (pages 7-9, section 6); . 
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Cooley does not show (claim 1) results of the comparison for optimizing are used in 
that, by feedback, the server computer affected actively and, these means, a closed- 
loop control circuit is realized. 

b. Arellano shows (claim 1) results of the comparison for optimizing are used in that, by 
feedback, the server computer affected actively and, these means, a closed-loop 
control circuit is realized (abstract; column 2, line 6-14; column 8, line 66-column 9, 
line 23); (claim 12) wherein the automatic adaptation of HTML documents to the 
equipment-imposed prerequisites of the user (Fig. 15; column 17, line 31-49) and/or 
the automatic adaptation the contents web site user behavior and/or the requirements 
the user (Fig. 15; column 17, line 31-49) are a component of the optimization; (claim 
13) wherein optimization is accomplished by a comparison with the typical target 
group behavior (column 12, line 39-49) in an analogous ait for the purpose of system 
and methods for an architectural framework for design of an adaptive, personalized, 
interactive content delivery system. 

c. Neither Cooley nor Arellano shows (claim 5) wherein the logged user activities are 
saved over a period of several months; (claim 12) wherein the automatic debugging 
of programming errors the in the HTML documents is a component of the 
optimization; (claim 13) wherein optimization is accomplished by methods of 
customer-related quality management. 

d. Aggarwal shows (claim 5) monthly requirement of 100,000 exposures to site (column 
8, line 50-column 9, line 15) in an analogous art for the purpose of method for 
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targeted advertising on the web based on accumulated self-learning data, clustering 
users and semantic node graph techniques. 

e. Calire shows (claim 12) wherein the automatic debugging of programming errors the 
in the HTML documents is a component of the optimization (column 3, line 9-16); 
(claim 13) wherein optimization is accomplished by methods of customer-related 
quality management (column 3, line 9-16) in an analogous art for the purpose of 
method and apparatus for a web-related state machine. 

f. None of Cooley, Arellano, Aggarwal and Calire shows (claim 14) wherein results of 
the analysis are presented according to the specification of individual parameters. 

g. Myerson shows (claim 14) wherein results of the analysis are presented according to 
the specification of individual parameters (column 9, line 63-column 10, line 7) in an 
analogous art for the purpose of system for log record and log expansion with inserted 
log records representing object request for specified object corresponding to cached 
object copies. 

h. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify Cooley' s functions of grouping web page references 
into transactions for mining world wide web browsing patterns with Arellano, 
Aggarwal and Calire' s functions of feedback the user activity data to draw an 
inference to adapt the web page to user activity, and Myerson' s function of reporting 
user activity. 

i. The modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to adapt web pages according to user activity data as all 
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of Cooley, Myerson and Arellano suggest with more specific methods suggested by 
Calire and Aggarwal. 

j. Regarding claim 2, Cooley shows wherein the user activities are logged in a log file 
and/or stored second database (abstract). 

k. Regarding claim 3, Arellano shows wherein parameters of the controlling (column 
17, line 25-column 18, line 21) and/or data concerning the structure of the HTML 
documents (column 13, line 47-column 14; column 19, line 59-column 20, line 17; 
column 36, line 23-56) and/or the actual state analysis (column 11, line 13-55) and/or 
the historical data (column 4, line 64-column 5, line 6) and/or the trend analysis 
(column 4, line 64-column 5, line 6) are stored in the log file and/or the second 
database. 

1. Regarding claim 4, Arellano shows wherein the method makes universal interface 
available (column 8, line 66-column 9, line 12; column 12, line 39-49). 

m. Regarding claim 6, Cooley shows wherein the empirical database contains 

information (pages 6-9, sections 4-6) concerning HTML documents which, provided 
with attributes, are listed in symbol tables, and/or concerning controlling parameters. 

n. Regarding claim 7, Cooley shows wherein the attributes, assigned to the HTML 
documents, characterize the HTML documents as (page 4, section 4; pages 7-9, 
section 6) technical documents, documents for navigation, content-containing 
documents or advertising-containing documents. 

o. Regarding claim 8, Cooley shows wherein the interpretation errors, which caused 
constructing the web site and/or by using (pages 3-6, sections 2-3) proxy cache 
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reserves and/or local cache memories and/or routers and/or firewalls and/or 

dynamically issued IP addresses are corrected, 
p. Regarding claim 9, Cooley shows wherein each inquiry at a dynamically generated 

page, including the generated contents, is logged (page 6, section 4). 
q. Regarding claim 10, Cooley shows wherein each inquiry at web site leads an entry in 

the log file, in that a server is always informed of an inquiry by means of a CGI 

image (page 6, section 4). 
r. Regarding claim 11, Cooley shows wherein interpretation errors are corrected the 

help of symbol tables (pages 3-6, sections 2-4). 
s. Claim 15 is of the same scope as claims 1, 3, 7 and 12. It is rejected for the same 

reasons as for claims 1, 3, 7 and 12. 
Together Cooley, Arellano, Aggarwal, Calire and Myerson disclosed all limitations of claims 
1-15. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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Remarks 

3. The following pertaining arts are discovered and not used in this office action. Office 
reserves the right to use these arts in later actions. 

a. Wu et al. (US 593 1912 A) Traversal path-based approach to understanding user- 
oriented hypertext object usage 

b. Wexler (US 5960409 A) Third-party on-line accounting system and method therefor 

c. Felciano et al. (US 6052730 A) Method for monitoring and/or modifying web 
browsing sessions 

d. Cuomo et al. (US 61 85614 Bl) Method and system for collecting user profile 
information over the world-wide web in the presence of dynamic content using 
document comparators 

e. Cuomo et al. (US 6286043 Bl) User profile management in the presence of dynamic 
pages using content templates 

f. Lambert et al. (US 6629138 Bl) Method and apparatus for storing and delivering 
documents on the internet 
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Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Refer to the enclosed PTO-892 for details. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peling A. Shaw whose telephone number is (571) 272-7968. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00 - 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the statu9s of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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